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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 18 - 20, 24 - 26, and 30 , are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) as being 
anticipated by S. Deering et al., RFC 2460, 12/1998. 

Regarding claims 18 and 24 , Deering teaches a method and circuit of 
coding data in a data package in a data stream, said data package containing 
information on a source of origin and a destination for the data package, wherein 
the coding takes place in a coding system containing a plurality of coding 
algorithms, wherein: [Deering: Section 3, Ipv6 Header Format; Section 4, 
Paragraph 1] 

an identification system attaches information to the data package, said 
information being provided from said information on the source of origin of the 
data package and its destination; [Deering: Section 3, Ipv6 Header Format] 

the coding system utilizes said attached information to select one of said 
plurality of coding algorithms; and [Deering: Section 4, Paragraph 2] 

the coding system codes said data according to the selected coding 
algorithm. [Deering: Section 4, Paragraph 1. Deering explains the use of 
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extension headers (identification marks), which codes the data differently 
based upon the number of extension headers used. ] 

Regarding claims 19 and 25 , Deering teaches the method and circuit 
according to claims 18 and 24, wherein said data package is formed by an 
Internet protocol [Deering: Section 1, Expanded addressing capabilities] 

Regarding claims 20 and 26 , Deering teaches the method and circuit 
according to claims 19 and 25, wherein the source of origin and the destination 
comprise Internet protocol addresses [Deering: Section 3. Deering teaches in 
this section the use of source address and destination addresses, which 
are both 128-bit IP addresses] 

Regarding claim 30 , Deering teaches the circuit according to claim 24, 
wherein the circuit comprises means for indexing a coding algorithm from an 
identification mark. [Deering: Section 4, Paragraph 1 and 2] 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 21, 23, 27, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over S. Deering et al., RFC 2460, 12/1998 in view of Shaffer et al, (US 
Patent 6,757,277). 
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Regarding claims 21 and 27 , Deering teaches the method and circuit 
according to claims 18 and 24, wherein at least one coding algorithm is used. 
[Deering: Section 3, Ipv6 Header Format; Section 4, Paragraph 1] 

However, Deering fails to specifically disclose that the coding algorithm is 
one that can be coded in a GSM system. 

In related prior art Shaffer teaches a coding algorithm that is of a type that 
can be coded in a GSM system. [Shaffer: Col 1,11-18] 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the coding algorithm of Deering with the GSM coding 
algorithm of Shaffer in order to provide a transitional communication method from 
one endpoint to the other. 

Regarding claims 23 and 29 , Deering teaches the method and circuit 
according to claims 18 and 24, wherein at least one coding algorithm is used. 
[Deering: Section 3, Ipv6 Header Format; Section 4, Paragraph 1] 

However, Deering fails to specifically disclose that the coding algorithm is 
one that can be coded in a PSTN system. 

In related prior art Shaffer teaches a coding algorithm that is of a type that 
can be coded in a PSTN system. [Shaffer: Col 4, 11 -20] 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the coding algorithm of Deering with the PSTN coding 
algorithm of Shaffer in order to provide a transitional communication method from 
one endpoint to the other. 
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5. Claims 22 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over S. Deering et al., RFC 2460, 12/1998 in view of Barakat et al. (US PG PUB 
2003/0040310) . 

Regarding claims 22 and 28 , Deering teaches the method and circuit 
according to claims 18 and 24, wherein at least one coding algorithm is used. 
[Deering: Section 3, Ipv6 Header Format; Section 4, Paragraph 1] 

However, Deering fails to specifically disclose that the coding algorithm is 
one that can be coded in a UMTS system. 

In related prior art Barakat teaches a coding algorithm that is of a type that 
can be coded in a UMTS system. [Barakat: P7, 11 - 14] 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the coding algorithm of Deering with the UMTS coding 
algorithm of Barakat in order to provide a transitional communication method 
from one endpoint to the other. 



6. Claim 31 , is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over S. 
Deering et al., RFC 2460, 12/1998 in view of Yajima et al. (US Patent 5873058). 

Regarding claim 31 , Deering teaches the circuit according to claim 24. 
[Deering: Appendix A, Paragraph 6-7] 

However Deering fails to specifically disclose that said circuit contains a 
digital signal processor. 
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In related prior art Yajima, teaches that the circuit comprises a digital 
signal processor. [Yajima: Col 42, 66 - 67; Col 43, 1 - 5, 9 - 15, 18 - 20] 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Deering to include the circuit and digital 
signal processor of Yajima in order to reduce the amount of computing time. 

Conclusion 



7. Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571 ) 273-8300 or mailed 
to: 

Commissioner for Patents , 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yeshorohan K. Mandadi whose telephone number is 
(571) 270-1658. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T(8am-5pm) EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Benny Tieu can be reached on (571 ) 272 - 7490. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Yeshorohan K. Mandadi 
\Yeshorohan Mandadi\ 



/Benny Q Tieu/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4177 



